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REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION - AFTER FINAL 

Sir: 

The following remarks are in response to the Office Action mailed December 23, 

2003. 

Claims 1-17 are pending herein. Claims 1-17 were rejected under §103 (a) over Hsu 
in view of EP 943,942 (assigned to the same Assignee as that of the present application). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The PTO is apparently arguing on page 3 of the Office Action that skilled artisans 
would have been motivated, based on disclosure in EP *942, to modify the fiber optic array 
disclosed by Hsu in order to obtain an optical fiber array having an adhesive meniscus formed 
between (i) opposed sides of the cover plate and the flat surfaces of the substrate, or (ii) 
opposed end portions of the substrate and respective surface portions of the cover plate, as 
claimed. For the reasons discussed below, Applicants respectfully disagree with the PTO. 
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Hsu's Fig. 2 shows a fiber optic array including a glass plate 21 positioned on a lower 
substrate. The glass plate has a narrower width dimension in comparison to the width of the 
lower substrate. An epoxy 23 fills the void areas between the glass plate, the lower substrate 
and optical fibers 12. The epoxy secures the optical fibers in V-grooves formed in the lower 
substrate and also secures the glass plate to the substate. 

Fig. 5 of EP '942 shows an optical fiber array having a fiber presser substrate 72 that 
has a narrower width as compared to the width of a lower substrate 71 . A meniscus portion 
of adhesive 80 is formed at an interface between portions of the fiber presser substrate and the 
lower substrate. 

The PTO states at the top of page 3 of the Office Action that "it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
cover plate [of Hsu] smaller than the substrate as taught by EP '942 ..." The impetus for the 
alleged motivation is that one would have believed that certain benefits disclosed in EP *942 
arising from a cover plate that is narrower in relation to a lower substrate (as shown in Fig. 5 
of EP '942) would also occur if Hsu's glass plate were modified to be narrower than the 
lower substrate. Fig. 2 of Hsu, however, clearly shows that the width of glass plate 21 is 
already narrower than the width of the lower substrate. Skilled artisans,, therefore, would 
have had no reason to even look to disclosure in EP *942 concerning the width dimension of 
Hsu's glass plate 21. As such, Applicants respectfully submit that, absent applicants' own 
disclosure, skilled artisans would not have been motivated to combine Hsu and EP *942. 
Although the rejection should be withdrawn for this reason alone, there are additional 
reasons, as explained below. 

EP *942 discloses that the adhesive meniscus shape shown in Fig. 5 provides 
improved strength and reliability "as compared with the case of the adhesive 80 in which the 
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fiber pressor substrate 72 and the lower substrate 71 have almost the same width" (see 
paragraph [0043] of EP '942). As such, EP *942 discloses that the adhesive strength 
resulting from a narrower cover plate being bonded to a wider lower substrate is better than 
that of a cover plate being bonded to a lower substrate of the same width. There is no 
disclosure or evidence in EP '942, however, that the narrower cover plate/wider substrate 
combination having an adhesive meniscus portion as shown in EP '942 Fig. 5 provides any 
benefits when compared to a narrower cover plate/wider substrate combination that includes 
an adhesive meniscus as shown in Fig, 2 of Hsu (i.e., a meniscus in contact with only the 
lower surface of the cover plate and the substrate). 

Absent some expected benefits), skilled artisans would have had no reason to make 
any modifications to the glass plate/lower substrate combination shown in Hsu's Fig. 2. That 
is, the PTO has simply failed to cite to any portion of EP '942 or Hsu showing that skilled 
artisans would understand that a narrower cover plate/wider substrate combination having an 
adhesive meniscus as shown in EP '942 Fig. 5 would be expected to perform any better than a 
narrower cover plate/wider substrate combination that has an adhesive meniscus as shown in 
Fig. 2 of Hsu. Any conclusion by the PTO that the meniscus shape shown in Fig. 5 of EP 
'942 provides better results than the meniscus shape shown in Fig. 2 of Hsu is based only on 
speculation. Such speculation cannot form the basis for an obviousness rejection under any 
circumstances. 

hi addition to all of the above, the optical fiber array structure shown in Fig. 5 of EP 
c 942 is shown without the presence of any optical fibers in the V-grooves of the lower 
substrate. Since it is customary for the optical fibers to extend above the upper surface of the 
lower substrate (see Fig. 2 of Hsu, for example), there is no way to know what shape the 
meniscus will take in the structure of EP '942 Fig. 5 once fibers are present in the V-grooves. 
As such, skilled artisans would have had no way of knowing whether the meniscus of 
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adhesive 80 would even contact th side surfaces of fiber presser substrate 72 if optical fibers 
were housed in the V-grooves of the lower substrate. This injects yet another level of 
impermissible speculation on which the PTO r s rejection is based. 

In view of all of the foregoing, reconsideration and withdrawal of the § 103(a) 
rejection over Hsu in view of EP *942 are respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes that contact with Applicants' attorney would be advantageous 
toward the disposition of this case, the Examiner is herein requested to call Applicants' 
attorney at the phone number noted below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees associated with 
this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-1446* 
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